The authors regret that we printed an error on paragraph two in Section 3.2 (page 72 of the manuscript). We report that:
''there was a significant delay type by degree of separation interaction in the reinforcement learning groups (F(1, 30) = 4.313, p = .046). In particular, motivated by the sleepdependent effect reported in Ellenbogen et al. (2007) , we conducted two unpaired, two-tailed t tests. These resulted in no difference as a function of sleep in one-degree B < D and C < E inference pair performance (Sleep group, M = 68%, SE = 5.84; Wake group, M = 62%, SE = 5.42; t(30) = .706, p = .486), but a significant difference in two-degree B < E inference pair performance between these groups with an advantage for the Sleep group (M = 85%, SE = 5.14; Wake group, M = 61%, SE = 9.52; t(30) = 2.195, p = .036)."
This should be changed to:
''there was a close to significant delay type by degree of separation interaction in the reinforcement learning groups (F(1, 30) = 3.504, p = .071). In particular, motivated by the sleepdependent effect reported in Ellenbogen et al. (2007), we conducted two unpaired, two-tailed t tests. These resulted in no difference as a function of sleep in one-degree B < D and C < E inference pair performance (Sleep group, M = 68%, SE = 5.84; Wake group, M = 67%, SE = 4.40; t(30) = .128, p = .899), but a significant difference in two-degree B < E inference pair performance between these groups with an advantage for the Sleep group (M = 85%, SE = 5.14; Wake group, M = 61%, SE = 9.52; t(30) = 2.195, p = .036)".
The authors would like to apologise for any inconvenience caused. 
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